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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments filed 11/1 9/2008 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

2. Applicant argues that in Pyo "the ESF . . . must not only be transmitted from a 
UMTS radio manager to an RNC, but also be transmitted from the RNC to a Node B"; 
Applicant continues arguing that claim 1 , on the other hand, requires that "the ESF is 
transmitted to the RNC's and the Node-B". However, even in Applicant's above noted 
interpretation of Pyo, the ESF still meets the claim limitations; that is, the ESF still is 
"transmitted to the RNC's and the Node-B". 

Applicant thus appears to be arguing that the path taken by the EPS in their 
interpretation of Pyo is unsatisfactory. However, Applicant's claim language does not 
specify the route taken by the EPS to the RNC and Node-B in the degree of detail 
argued by the Applicant; that the EPS may travel to the Node-B via the RNC (which 
Applicant argues is the case in Pyo) is not prohibited by the claim language. 

Applicant's arguments thus are not persuasive. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the phor art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary sl<ill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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2. Claims 1-10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Ahn 
(KR 2002058347) in view of Lee (KR 2001019998), further in view of Pyo (KR 
200201 1547) and Marjamaki et al. (US 2003/0139141 A1), hereafter Marjamal<i, further 
in view of Wallentin (US 2006/0234706 Al), and Kim (KR 2001045784). 

3. Regarding claims 1 and 6, Ahn discloses a method and apparatus for updating 
identifier (ID) information of a Node-B, and resetting a UMTS radio manager (URM) 
system using the updated ID information of the Node-B in the URM system which 
manages the Node-B and a predetermined number of radio network controllers (RNCs) 
each containing a source RNC, said method comprising: a) using the URM system to 
create a processor loading data (PLD) of the Node-B that can be changed, and 
transmitting the created PLD the RNCs, and where the updated PLD is loaded into the 
Node-B (Abstract). 

Ahn further discloses operating the Node-B and RNCs having received the 
creating PLD to update a previously stored PLD according to the received PLD 
(Abstract). 

Ahn does not explicitly disclose resetting the Node-Bs and the RNCs upon 
receipt of the updated PLD, nor does Ahn show where the created PLD is in a form of 
an extension specification file (ESF). Ahn also does not explicitly show the PLD being 
transmitted to the Node-B, nor does Ahn explicitly show where the Node-B and RNC is 
associated with a source RNC. 

Lee discloses well as resetting control stations (representing the claimed 'RNC') 
after the receipt of said PLD (Abstract, pg. 2 P15 - 17, pg. 3, PI 5). 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify the disclosure of Ahn with that of Lee in order to ensure the RNCs 
are updated properly (by performing said reset) as well as to provide for a simple, non- 
disruptive way of increasing or decreasing the number of Node-Bs/base stations 
through a PLD update, which is further simplified through the use of a template structure 
for said PLD (Lee, Abstract). 

Ahn in view of Lee do not disclose resetting said Node-Bs after the update. 

Marjamaki discloses resetting the Node-B after an update ([0031]). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify the disclosure of Ahn in view of Lee with that of Marjamaki in order 
to provide for a method of resetting updated the Node-B/base stations after an update, 
which can be a required step in a successful update (Marjamaki, Abstract, [0031]). 

Ahn in view of Lee and Marjamaki do not explicitly disclose using an EPS, 
wherein the ESF stores data to be updated in relation to received hardware format 
information and data associated with the data that is different between the old PLD and 
the updated PLD. 

Pyo shows using ESFs, including where the ESF stores data to be updated in 
relation to received hardware format information and data associated with the data that 
is different between the old PLD and the updated PLD (Abstract, pg. 2 The Purpose of 
Invention' section, paragraphs 2 and 5-10. Also, see specifically pg. 2 paragraphs 10 - 
12, which states "ESF relation provides data to update the real PLD" and pg. 2, 
paragraphs 7-8, which states "ESF is specification for updating the PLD, and pg. 2, 
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paragraph 5, which states "data related to the PLD is updated). Pyo also shows where 
the operating the Node-B and RNCs having received the PLD in the form on said ESF 
(pg. 4 lines 5 - 7, and Abstract). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify the disclosure of Ahn in view of Lee and Marjamaki with that of Pyo 
in order to clearly specify the information being updated, as well as to provide a way to 
revert to the state before updating should a problem occur (Pyo pg. 2 The Purpose of 
Invention' section, paragraph 8). 

Ahn in view of Lee, Marjamaki and Pyo do show where the Node-B and RNCs 
require the updated PLD (Pyo, Abstract, Ahn, Abstract) but not explicitly show where 
the Node-B and RNCs are associated with the source RNC. 

Wallentin shows where Node-Bs and RNCs are associated with a source RNC 
(Figs. 1,2, [6-11]). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify the disclosure of Ahn in view of Lee and Marjamaki and Pyo with 
that of Wallentin in order to comply with protocol and standard configurations the UMTS 
environment (as shown in Wallentin, Fig. 2). 

Ahn in view of Lee, Marjamaki, Pyo and Wallentin do show where data is 
updated, where said data is a PLD the form of an ESF (Pyo, Abstract) and where the 
data in the form of a PLD/ESF is an update (Pyo, Abstract) but do not explicitly show 
where the update of the said data includes correcting data that is different from the 
previously stored data. 
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Kim sliows wliere updates include correcting data that is different from tlie 
previously stored data, specifically regarding updated PLD data (Abstract, pg. 2 
paragraphs 2-9, 13). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify the disclosure of Ahn in view of Lee and Marjamaki, Pyo and 
Wallentin with that of Kim in order to utilize an improved updating procedure, specifically 
regarding improving the handling and usage of said PLD (Kim, Abstract). 

Ahn in view of Lee and Marjamaki, Pyo and Wallentin and Kim thus teach all of 
claims 1 and 6. 

4. Regarding claims 2 and 7, Ahn in view of Lee, Marjamaki and Pyo, Wallentin 
and Kim further show operating the Node-B and the RNCs to transmit a response to a 
PLD reception operation in the URM system after the Node-B and the RNCs have 
received the created PLD (Wallentin, showing a Node-B ([0091]) and RNCs transmitting 
a response ([0019-0021, 0066-0068, 0091-0095]) after receiving an update (specifically 
when said response is a RESET ACKNOWLEDGE message [0019]). 

5. Regarding claim 3, Ahn in view of Lee, Marjamaki, Pyo, Wallentin and Kim 
further show resetting the Node-B (Marjamaki, [0031]) using the updated PLD (Ahn, 
Abstract, The Structure and Function of the Invention), and then resetting the RNCs 
(Lee, Abstract, pg. 3 PI -7, PI 5; Wallentin [0019-0021,0066-0068,0091-0095]) using the 
updated PLD (Ahn, Abstract, The Structure and Function of the Invention and Pyo, 
Abstract). 
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6. Regarding claim 8, Ahn in view of Lee, Marjamaki, Pyo, Wallentin and Kim 
further show wherein the RNCs reset the Node-B (Wallentin, Fig. 2 - 4A showing the 
RNCs and Node-B/base stations operating and exchanging messages, specifically in 
4A the Node-B/base station being responsive to a 'CONNECTION RELEASE 
MESSAGE' from said RNC, thus teaching Node-B's/base stations being responsive to 
messages from RNCs) using the updated PLD (Ahn, Abstract, The Structure and 
Function of the Invention, Pyo, Abstract), and then reset the system using the updated 
PLD (where Wallentin's discloses resetting all needed elements [0037,0066-0068,0093- 
0095] as well as acknowledging via a RESET ACKNOWLEDGE message [0019-0021]). 

7. Regarding claims 4 and 9, Ahn in view of Lee, Marjamaki, Pyo, Wallentin and 
Kim further show operating the Node-B and the RNCs to reset the system using the 
updated PLD (Ahn, Abstract, The Structure and Function of the Invention, Pyo, 
Abstract) and informing the URM system of a reset completion state of the URM system 
using the updated PLD (where Wallentin's discloses resetting all needed elements 
[0037,0066-0068,0093-0095] as well as acknowledging via a RESET ACKNOWLEDGE 
message [0019-0021]). 

8. Regarding claims 5 and 1 0, Ahn in view of Lee, Marjamaki, Pyo, Wallentin and 
Kim further show Kim shows wherein the created PLD contains information associated 
with changed data from among a plurality of PLDs stored in the Node-B and the RNCs 
(Kim, Abstract, pg.2 P4-8 and pg. 3 PI -7). 
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Conclusion 

1 . THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of tine extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to John M. Macllwinen whose telephone number is (571 ) 

272- 9686. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 7:30AM - 5:00PM EST; off 
alternate Fridays. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Andrew Caldwell can be reached on (571) 272-3868. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 

273- 8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Andrew Caldwell/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art 

Unit 2442 

John Macllwinen 
(571)272-9686 



